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B/28/06

MWs. Amanda Tainio. Associate Planner

City of Liberty Lake

Planning & Community Development Department
22710 E, Country Vista Blvd.

Liberty Lake, WA. 99019

EE: Proposal File P-06-0001
Liberty Lake View Estates
Praliminary 24 lo Residential sub-division

[Dear Ms. Tainio:

As aten year resident of this community, [ have witnessed the well planned, slow growth,
open space concept of this vibrant city. This slow growth is essential to maintain the sale.
family oriented atmosphere that makes this city such a wonderful place to live.

The Legacy Ridge development has forever changed the panoramic views we once
enjoved. The 6am to Tpm seven day a week construction activity, dinner hour rock
blasting, falling rock and damage o Liberty Lake Drive, dust, canstruction debris and
constant noise, all will be duplicated with the approval of the Liberty Lake View Estates
project.

The Liberty Lake View Estates project is not suited for the steep rocky terrain., will

increase traffic and congestion on [Libenty Lake Drive, ruin the tree lined open space that
is an essential wildlife corridor, create a construction hazard for vears, and be detrimental
to all of us in The Gardens, Liberty Lake Estates and Liberty Lake Heights communities.

[ urge the Planning and Community Development Department to oppose this
davalopment in the best interest of the City of Liberty Lake. and the citizens it will

severely impact.

Please notify me via US Mail times and dates of future public hearings on this matter.

Respectfullx.

22815 E. Setiler
Liberty Lake, WA.
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August 28, 2006

Ms. Amanda Tainio, Associate Planner

City of Liberty Lake

Planning & Community Development Department
22710 E. Country Vista Blvd.

Liberty Lake, WA 99019

Re: Proposal File #P-06-0001

Liberty Lake View Estates

Preliminary 24 lot single family residence subdivision
West of Liberty Lake Road & Scitler Drive

Owner — Rudeen Development LIL.C

Dear Ms. Tainio:

We own and have lived at our residence at 215 N. Kelsea Ct in the Garden’s 1™ addition,
Block 5, Lot 5 for the past eleven years. We will be directly impacted by the
construction and blasting for the new road and utilities to service this new subdivision,
but mare importzntly, we will lose the natural beauty of the rest of the west hill that has
drawn so many of us to locate in Liberty Lake in the first place. Contrary to the
developers of Legacy Ridge to have patience and the North portion of the hill will be
more beautiful than before, we see no evidence of that happening after a vear as the
natural beauty of that pan of the hill is gone forever.

We are one of several neighbors who have had to endure the early morning noise and
constant dust from the Legecy Ridge development as well as damage to our double paned
windows from the previous blasting that has causad the seals to leak and reduce the
effectiveness of the windows.

We also question the feasibility of developing such a steep area due to erosion and
stability of the fill in dirt on that steep of a hillside. Also we are concerned about the
amount of blasted rock that may fall onto Liberty Lake Dirive as that was a prohlem in the
Legacy Ridge blasting that wasn't anywhere near the stecpness that is on this part of the

hill.

Lastly, we are opposed to the development because we believe it will reduce the sales
value of our residence in the future if we decide to retire elsewhere and want to sell our
residence.

We respectfully request this proposed development not be allowed.
Yours very truly,
; ) y .
A dnny L i

L

bt L ILc.l?.-—Cn l'-I.-|I-'|_ T R
[
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LIBERTY LAKE ESTATES HOMEOWNERS ASSOCTIATION (LLEHOA)

22845 East Clearwater Lane
Liberty Lake, Washington 99019

Amanda Tainio

Associate Planner

The City of Liberty Lake

Planning and Community Development Department
22710 East Country Vista Boulevard

Liberty Lake, Washington 99019

Dear Ms. Tainio

Re: Propusal File # P-00-0001, Liberly Lake View Estates, a 24 lot single family
residential subdivision located in Liberty Lake, Washington

The members of the Liberty Lake Estates Homeowners Association, owners and
oceupants of the Liberty Lake Estates Condominiums, a planned unit development
located adjacent to the proposed subdivision have reviewed the preliminary Plat map,
SEPA checklizt and Geotechnical report and have the following quesrions and concerns:

1. The plat map shows the proposed Liberty View Lane as the only access road for
ingress and egress for emergency vehicles. Also, the tumning radius and grade at road
intersections seem unsuited for large vehicles such as firc cquipment or a school bus

2 Will Liberty View Lane be designated as a school bus route or will the children be
required to meet the bus ar the bottom of the hill at the intersection of Liberty View
lane and Liberty Lake Drive? Liberty Lake Drive is narrow in this area with very
limited shoulder space for students to occupy while waiting for the school bus.

3. A considerable amount of netive vegetation is to be removed. How will this attect
topsoil retention, flood control and hillside stability?

4. There appears to be a tremendous amount of bedrock to blast and remove from the
sight, especially at the southern end of the project in order to provide for access
roadways, utility easements and building pads. What steps will be taken in order to
assure the rasidents of nearby struciures that any and all damage to their property will
be repaired to their satisfaction at no cost to them? What guarantee will the adjacent
homeowners be given?

5. Isthe existing 100-vear flood zone located just to the north of Liberty Lake Estates
also classified as a wetland? If so, lots 21 and 22 do not appear to have the required

200-foot sethack from the flood area

9/26/06 Staff Report for Public Hearing File # P-06-0001 106



6. Isthere not also a seasonal streem located at the Northern end of the proposed
subdivision which would require that the 200 foot setback from any surface water be
applicable when constructing Liberty View Lane or the proposed dry well field?

7. Also in this area, identified as area TB 10, the Geotechnical Report indicates that sub-
surface water is to be found at a depth of 22 feet bas. The proposal indicates that the
contractor must cut and fill this area to a depth of 35 feet bgs in order to meet the
gradient requirements for Liberty View Lane. How will this invasion effect our
aquifer?

8. Inthe SEPA checklist, the developer mentions a public sewer system to serve
approximately 24 single-family units. If this is to be a new plant, independent of the
existing Liberty Lake Sewer District, where will it be located”

9. The proposal indicates that dry wells are to be nstalled in order to control storm
water runoft and to prevent flooding. The area to the North designated for this
purpose appears to be quite rocky and unsuited for this purpose The area designated
to the south is adjacent to the end of Clearwater Lane in the Liberty Lake Fstates
PUD and includes a "detention” pond. What is to be the size and nature of this pond?
How constructed? What steps will be taken to mitigate any potential insect problem
or noxious odor emanating from stagnant water that may accumulate in the pond?

10. The SEPA checklist indicates that the developer has no plan for further development
vet all of the roads in the proposed plat terminate as if to be extended at some point in
time rather that as cul-du-sacs, why?

11. Mo access is shown for lots 1,.2.3,10,11,12,13,14,15824. How will future access
roads affect plans in place for storm drains, ete.?

12, In layman's terms, what is the net gain (or loss), between the current and the proposed
storm water absorption capability after the project is complete?

13. How will the storm runoff be channeled from the southern half of the project, which

is primarily bediuck with little absorption capability to the northern end of the project
and the proposed dry well fields?

The members of the Liberty Lake Estates Homeowners Association appreciate this
opportunity to participate in the planning and zoning process for Liberty Lake. Even
though we are not part of the city, we are affected by nearly every decision that is made
at City Hall and we appreciate this opportunity to be heard.

/‘ST:-EI}'

d ’X:QE{L\
ident
Homeowners Association

Richard Lovejoy.
Liberty Lake Estat
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August 31, 2006

City of Liberty Lake

Amanda Tainio, Associate Planner

Planning & Community Development Departmen
22710 E. Country Vista Blwd, —— d A
Liberty Lake WA 959019 Y ~

To Whom It May Concern:

A3 residents of Liberty Lake, living near Liberty Lake Road and using iton a
daily basis, we feel it’s necessary to voice our concerns with the proposed
Liberty Lake View Estates.

1. At this time the speed limit on Libenty Lake Road is 35 mph, which
usually means vehicles are raveling at 40-45 mph. Vehicles entering
or leaving the proposed addition will significamly interfers with the
flow of oaffic, even with the addition of oun lanes. We are very
concemned with the safety icsue. Even “just 250 trips a day™, which
may not be enough to warrant traffic laghts, will furtber congest a road
which is already being heavily used. We have lived here for three
years and the waffic is double that of when we arrived.

2. When does the amount of traffic and the noise pollution associated with
it become serious enough to take notice? Because Liberty Lake Road
is situated against a hill, the residual noise from the road travels cast 1o
the rest of the city. “Just 250 tnps & day™ added to the already far-too-
many cars using the road, will muliiply the noise exponentially.

3, There are many of us that experienced damage to our homes and
surrounding property due to blastiing when preparing the area for
Legacy Ridge. Your proposal is for an area that's solid rock and much,
much closer 1o our homes. What damage, (10 say nothing of the
unending noise pollution from the cxcavation), can we shudder w
imagine from the blasting at almost road level? Some of us are on
floodplains.. what will the blasting and the changing of the layoun of
the land do te our property?

There are so many places to build in the Liberty Lake area that won’t impact
an already overused road and possibly even risk lives. .

that won't necessitate blasting or the raping of a beautiful hillside. . ..

that won'1 encapsulaie noise 1o the extent that it sounds like a meropolitan
and that won't affest so much, an already established neighborhood.
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And please don't respond by saying it's only “24 homes and just 250 trips a
day"'._both will have a significant impact on this whole area and are not worth
the extreme preparation, the destruction, the noise, and the disruption to the

city.

We lnok forward 1o the opporiumity to voice pur opinions at the public hearing,

Respectfully,
Chns Quellcte Bob Oucllets
22805 E. Senler Drive 22805 E. Semicr Drive

Bpednr Weftc

22801 E. Semler Drive
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Page 1 of 2

Cocchiarella

From: Sam Kinard [samkinard @ecser.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2006 2:11 PM
To: ‘Beth’'

Subject: Libarty Lake View Estates objection

Dear Mr. Doug Smith,

The pending proposal by Mr. Rudeen to develop and build the Liberty Lake View
Estates is one that urgently requires reconsideration. This new development
combined with the current construction on Legacy Ridge, threatens to disrupt the
delicate balance of land uses that ensures the unigueness of the greater Liberty Lake
community. The healthy and resilient if somewhat fragmentary ecosystems that lie
between the already existing houses lend this area a highly enviable sense of
intimacy to nature. This, combined with the ready availability and proximity of
services and recreation, has fueled the recent growth in the region. However, in
order to continue to assure that the area remains desirable to current and future
residents, it is imperative that we act to preserve and integrale these natural open
spaces into long-term growth plans. Simple park-style green spaces, though
purposeful, do not fulfill the same ecological and aesthetic functions that natural
MNorthwest fauna offer.

This new developmant proposal represents a short-sighted view of resource and
land management and should be rejected for just that reason. The exceedingly steep
nature of the slope poses great challenges to erosion management should the land
be developed, as construction will certainly require the mass eradication of the trees
and shrubs that currently maintain the hillside's integrity. Their replacement by
retaining walls and grass yards, which tend to be over-fertilized and over-watered with
such proximity to a lake drainage / aquifer recharge canal, would surely be inimical to
the long term water-quality management goals of the region,

The failure o disapprove this new development would also exacerbate the already
grave concerns of traffic on Liberty Lake Road. This accident prone arlery to and
from the southern edge of Liberty Lake has already seen its speed limit lowered in
recent years by concemed officials. Adding more road traffic may increase the
frequency of accidents as well as traffic now that the speed limit has been lowered,
Furthermore, the problems of increased road wear and erosion of the driving surface
from the new development would not likely be addressed

These practical concems, coupled with the very real though somewhat intangible
senss of natural beauty that the undeveloped state of the land confers on the area,
strongly indicate that this proposal must be rejected. Liberty Lake 15 a one-of-a-kind
community, but short-sighted land use and overdevelopment of regions that would
better be slated as natural areas may eliminate its claims to unigueness. Many
American suburban areas suffer from the same chesity that plagues its inhabitants —
the hungry development results in bloated communitiss that simply bleed into one
another with litile or no distinction. To maintain the beauty of Liberty Lake for the
benefit of residences in other, more easily accessible and manageable development
areas that offer fewer complications from development, it is necessary to reject poor
project proposals. The Liberty Lake View Estates proposal is just such a proposal.
Its rejection will much more adequately serve the long-term interests of current and

09/13/2006
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future residents in the area than its acceplance, simply because there are so many
considerations to developing land in a growing community that emphasizes its unique
closeness to nature

Sam & Sharon Kinard

09/1372006
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Cindy Smith

Fram: City of Liberty Lake [libertylake@swehasting. net]
Sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2006 12113 PM

To: libartylake@swehosting net

Subject: Website Contact Form

Name: P.7. Pearce

E-Mail: pzpearce@hotmail.com
Phone:

Address:

City:

State;

Fip:

Preferred Contact Method: E-Mail
Preferred Contact Time; Any Time

These comments are for Doug Smith. | just wanted to go on record stating that [ am opposed to the
Rudeen development on the West side of Liberty Lake road. Not only will it acsthetically ruin the 'green
space’, and possibly affect run-off from the over-developed hillside, but the traffic issues will be a night-
mare. The propoesed road goes through an already very congested intersection. Thanks for your time...

P.Z. Pearce

09/13/2006
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Doug Smith

From: John Black [2black@juno.com)
Sent: VWednesday, Saptember 13, 2006 10047 AN
Tao: dsmith@libertylakewa gov

Subject: Rudeen Developmant

Mr. Srmith:

I 'wish to protest any approval sought for the proposed Rudeen Development. First of all, Liberty
Lake Road is already overburdenad. This becama obvious after the City reduced the spaad limit
to 35 MPH. About a week or so ago, a traffic acodent occurred on the read blecking access to all
of us who reside south of Sprague (Wicomico and bayond to the south). Our son was at a Boy
Scout meeting in Otis Orchards that night and could not get home due to the accident. Wa finally
had to have someaone drive him 10 the north side of the accident so wa could walk him through

the police barricadas. Hence, our present access to our homes in the Wicemico area is already
limited to one two lane road that can be easily blocked in the event of an accident.

The Urbzan Growih Area look a great deal of time and effort to complete. There is presently
ample land available within the City of Liberty Lake boundaries to accommeodate anficipated
growth. The proposed development would ceour on steep land, increase tha likelihood for
arasion, and destroy the few remaining Syringa bushes laft in that area. Driva north on Argonne
narth of Trant someday and ook at the eyesore that has been created by zeslous developars.
Let's try to keep our neighborhoad from becoming an eyesore.

Thank you,

John & Judy Black
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Doug Smith

From: jeff_sllingson@agilent.com
Sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2006 958 AM
To: dsmithi@liberylakewa gov

Subject: Develzoment west of Liberty Lake Rd (Rud=en Developmeant)

Hellio,

| wanted to record my displ2asure with the proposal to drop 2 road down from tha ridge wast of
Liberty Lake Road. | think this is unnecessary and will significantly reduce the ease of moving
fram the Lake area to the center of town. Additionally, | belizve that in the winter, the ptch of the
road and the fact that it will be shaded far halt the day [due 1o tha ridge [o the west) as i
aporoaches Libarty Lake Road will make it frequently unsafe.

Thank you for listening.

Sincarsly,

Jeff Elingson

22922 E 8" Ave

Libery Lake, VWA DG018

NECEIVE
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Amanda Tainio

From: Doug Smith [dsmith@libertyiakewa.gov]
Sent:  Friday, September 22, 2006 9:45 AM
To: Amanda Tainio

Subject: FW: Rudean project

-—--Original Message----

From: Cocchiarella [mailta:rboocchiarella@msn.com]
Sent: Friday, September 01, 2006 9:59 AM

To: dsmith@libertylakewa.gov

Subject: Rudeen project

There is & sign which it is impossible to read on the side of Liberty Lake Road and | hear it is about development of the
Rudsen property- | believe that sorridor 18 on the city map as a green space area- the traffic on this road is ever increasing
and an approach to the road from a steep hillside would be extremely dangerous especially during winter driving condifions-
that Is why | assumed the area was a large green space corridor = | would strongly object to & sieep hillside road approach to
Liberty Laka Drive- a stop sign will not allow sufficient access to the proposed houses which need access- a traffic light will be
needed for safety and if the expansion of the City to the south is successful this road will need to be a four lane road — Are
those considerations being addressed at this time? The back up in accessing the freeway from the south is already
praoblematic at certain times of day- are other major arterials being planned?

Beth Cocchiarells

97222006
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Amanda Tainio

From: Doug Smith [dsmith@libertylakews.gov]
Sent:  Friday, September 22, 2006 9:45 AM
To: Amandz Talnio

Subject: FW: Rudeen Development

--—-Original Message-----

From: Jami 1. Ostby [mailto:Jami.Osthy@wvsd.com]
Sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2006 11:46 AM
To: dsmith@libertylakewa.gov

Subject: Rudeen Development

I am writing to let you know that I object to any more development of my back yard in Liberty
Lake. T have been living in Liberty Lake for 6 years and each day experience more sadness
watching our beautiful natural community being developed. I use to love watching raptors, song
birds, deer, parky pine, small rodents, and other amazing wild life that inhabit our neighborhood.
Now I watch them either dodging the many new cars on the road or their dead bedies on the sides
of the road. Why do we need more development? Where will those students go to school? I have
a child that will be in Liberty Lake elementary soon and I am considering moving him to another
district because of the extremely large amount of students in one school. Please remember what
makes Liberty Lake such a wonderful place to live, it's not the houses or the traffic. It's the
surreunding natural areas, wildlife viewing and close community. We don't need any more houses
and concrete.

Thank you

Jami Ostby Marsh

Q2212006
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Amanda Tainio

From: Doug Smith (dsmith@libertylakewa, gav]
Sent: Friday, Saolember 22, 2006 9:45 AM
To: Amanda Tainio

Subject: FW: Rudesn Development

————— Original Message===---

From: Tam Brattebo |mailto:tbrattefearthlink.naet]
Sant: Wednosday, September 13, 2006 1:15 EM

Ta: LL planning commissian

Subdject: Rudeen Development

Mr. Smith:

We believe the proposed development of the "Budeen Property" along Liberty Lake Drive is
misteke for the community This narrew strip of land is a small remnant of open space tha
has always been the "welcome to Libkerty Lake." Now the City wantz to make it all go away.
Why? Whensver ws travel I-90 towarde Speokane and lLook at Morthwood, tha development along
Argenne Read, we fear the future for Likerty Lake. The nhills deveid of nature are not
what we find plesasing. & better use of the Rudeen Froperty might be open space, perhaps
owned by the City as 2 park. Certainly the resident population of white tail deer,
parcupines and numerous other wild creatures would favor that, even though they seem to
suffer greatly crossing the road. GSome hiking trails in the natural area could ke a great
asset. And then there's the increase of traffic on the road.. .1t does not fibk! We do not
live within the bounds of the City of Liberty Lake, but we are members of Cche greater
Caommunity of Libkerty Lake. We would hope that the CLLCy will listen to us as members of
that Community, as that proposed development impacts the entire Community. Please consider
this message as opposition to development of housing along Liberty Lake Driwve.

a
£

Tonm and Bette Brattebo
P.Q., Box 57
Liberty Lake, W4 90010
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Amanda Tainio

From: Doug Smith [dsmith@@libertylakewa gov]

Sent: Friday. Septembar 22, 2006 2:43 AM

To: Amanda Tainio

Subject: FW: Rudeen Properly

==---0riginal Mesaage-----

From: kevalmenseon.con [mailte:kevalmonson. com)

Zent: Wednesday, Septembar 13, Z200& 3:34 FHM

To: demich@libertylake.gov

Subject: Rudeen Property

Doug Smith, Director: I want to go on record in ragard to questions I'we

been asking sbout the Rudeen property since 216 January 2006. At the tima I was told the
single-family zone was 250" up the hillside; a rpad could be built 300" peyond that; the
property was within an open-space area, etc. 0On that day, you had no information that
anything was slated for the property. Wow, it ssems, a lot of things have changed, even
since the ssversl phone calls you and I have exchanged in the meantime. I have additional
gquestions bssides the obvious ohes about traffie, safety and stormwater run-off. The
property is listed as a c¢ritical ares in the Spokane County Department of Building &
Planning manual. I was told the city of Libarty Lake adopted that policy with few
revisions. I alsoc see on page 420-27 C. |¢] "EXcavaticn and Grading.™ as amended. I've
not bean able to secure that dogument. I want to know 1f this allows a builder in Liberty
Lake To ignore the county’s Critical Aress Ordinance that speaks to preserving rock
cutcroppings, etc. Liberty Lake Road iz o pristine drive into the lake community. If
Kevin Rudeen iz sllewed to bulldeze his property, as Marshall Checsrown did, I have
questisns about that. Yeur reply to me then was, as bulldozing was happening around the
clock at Legacy Hills, "We have no say In that. That was approved by the county.”
Obviously, that is not the case now. I1'll appreciate the time to do some homewerk, and
get back to you. Keva Monscn, Likerty Lake
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Amanda Tainio

From: Doug Smith [dsmith@liberiylakewa gov]
Sent: Friday, Septamber 22, 2006 9:41 AM
Ta: Amanda Tainio

Subject: F\v: Rudeen Property Approval
Categories: disclaimer

-—-—0rigingl Message-==-=

From: Scott Bernbard [mallto:scottbe@maxkuney.com)
Sent: Wednesday, September 13, 2006 3:48 PM

To: dsmith@libertylakewa.gov

Subject: Fudeen Property Approval

Hello Doug

Please consider this formal netive of my pbjection to approval of the Rudeen property along Llberty Lake drive for
developmeant of 24 homesites. This area should be preserved as cpen space and not given an Urban designation. My
understanding is {hat it currently has a rural designation at this time. This should not be changed. | tried to stop in fo see you
this morning to make sure | have my facts straight concerning the designation but you wers out of the office.

Plzase enter this into the official record opposing approval regardless of the designation. Specific reasens are treffic
congestion and protaction of open spaces.

Also, please officially enter me into the record 2s adamanily oppased to any modification of the of the Comprehensive Plan 1o
include anything south of Sprague as anything ather than rural designation.

In gereral, city wide, | believe it is time to take a breath and slow down growth in the Liberty Lake area untl some
fundamental growth issues are addressed.  These include fraffic and congestion, schools, beautification, infrastructure, open
space protection, ete.

Thanks

Scott Bernhard
Liberty Lake

HER S R R R R R R
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